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[The following, which concludes the essay of Philonomus, was re- 
ceived in season for our eighth number, but such a disposition had 
been made of the printer’s types, that it could not be set up, without 
delaying the Magazine, a week. ] 


Remarks upon Romans iii. 28.— Therefore we conclude that a manis 
justified by faith, without the deeds of the law; compared with 
James ii. 24— We see then how that by works a man is justified, 
and not by faith only. 


[Concluded from page 393.] 

Tue preceding remarks suggest the following REFLECTIONS ¢ 

1. What has been advanced on this subject, may teach us to 
be cautious in charging inconsistency and contradiction to the 
sacred writers. Some avowedly discard the bible, as of hu- 
man invention, because, as they say, it is full of contradictions 
and absurdities. Others, who would by no means incur the 
imputation of being infidels, are yet inclined to think, that the 
sacred writers do, in several instances, contradict themselves, 
and one another. They find things, which, with such a de- 
gree of inquiry and investigation as they feel inclined to make, 
they are unable to reconcile; and so they hastily conclude 
that they cannot be reconciled. The following are some of the 
things in sacred scripture, which persons of the above descrip- 
tion are apt to regard as inconsistent. It is taught in scrip- 
ture, that God is unchangeable ; and yet that he is moved by 
prayer, and repents, and is grieved. It is taught in scripture, 
that God is necessarily holy ; and yet that he is perfectly free 
in all his moral exercises. It is taught that all mankind come 
into the world sinners, in consequence of Adam’s fall ; and 
yet that no one is to blame, or will ever be punished for any 
but his own actual transgressions. It is taught that men are 
absolutely dependant upon God for all their moral exercises ; 
and yet that they are free and accountable in all their moral 
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eonduct. It is taught that God foreknew and determined all 
events from eternity; and yet that men have natural power to 
do right or wrong, and act freely in fulfilling the divine pur- 
poses. It is taught that God chose some of mankind to salva- 
tion, and appointed others to wrath ; and yet that whosoever 
will may take of the water of life freely. It is taught that the 
new heart is produced by the power and special agency of the 
Holy Spirit ; and yet that it is the duty of all sinners immedi- 
ately to make themselves a new heart and a new spirit. And 
to name no more, it is taught that all true believers in Christ 
will infallibly be saved; and yet that unless they strive to en- 
ter in at the straight gate, and give diligence to.make their 
calling andelection syre, they will perish. 

Things of the above description, are thought and pronounc- 
ed contradictions, by certain persons. But, if they do nct 
Jeun to infidelity, they lean to their own understandings. Is 
it not possible that some things may be consistent in them- 
selves, which in their eyes appear contradictory? Is it cer- 
tain that they have examined the seriptures with all that atten- 
tion, care and candor, which are necessary to understand them, 
and see their consistency ? And is it not possible that some 
things are intelligible, which they do not understand ; and that 
others may see the consistency of certain things, which appear 
tothem contradictory? The apparent contradiction between 
the passages which have been the subject of this essay, we 
have seen may be easily and satisfactorily reconciled. And 
would it not be wise to conclude, that other things in the scrip- 
tures which to a superficial observer may appear inconsistent, 
will also admit of reconciliation? It becomes us, ** who are 
of yesterday and know nothing,’ to approach the inspired 
word with cautious steps, and to take heed how we examine, 
compare and understand, lest we should charge God foolishly. 
If there be an inconsistency, it is in us, and not in the serip- 
tures of truth. We are not bound to receive contradictions ; 
nor are we at liberty t6 see contradictions where there are 
mone. As the bible comes to us attested by the finger of God, 
we should presume that it contains a harmonious as well as a 
complete system of truth and duty. And if we are unable at 
present to understand, comprehend and reconcile some things, 
we should distrust our own understandings and hearts, rather 
than the infallibility of divine revelation, and ask for light and 
wisdom of Him who giveth to all liberally. 
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2. The preceding observations show the -vanity of all en- 
deavors made by mankind to recommend themselves to the fa- 
vor of God by their own works. It is natural for mankind to 
endeavor to justify themselves on the ground of their own do- 
ings. Men are naturally very self-righteous and self-sufficient. 
Every one, who troubles himself at all about religion, ‘* goes 
about to establish his own righteousness.”” And the reason is 
they do not see the “ plague of their own hearts,” and the na- 
ture, extent and spirituality of the divine law. Like Saul, they 
are alive without thelaw. Thisis the native character of men; 
and it is well if it is not the character of some, who hope they 
have been the subjects of grace. If there are any, who think 
that it would not be just in God, notwithstanding all their do- 
ings, to cast them off forever, they are seeking justification by 
the deeds of the law. If there are any that suppose themselves 
more deserving of pardon than the vilest sinner upon earth, 
they ure seeking justification by the deeds of the law. Ifthere 
are any who imagine they can lay God under the least obliga- 
tion to bestow upon them his saving grace, they are seeking 
justification by the deeds of the law. But how vain must be all 
attempts to seek justification in this way? For, 

First, All have sinned and stand condemned by the law as 
transgressors. 

Secondly, Nothing done by men can ever make atonement 
for their past transgressions, for they can never do more than 
their present duty. And, 

Thirdly, Works done with a view to satisfy the justice of 
God or to gain his favor, are selfish works, such as the divine 
law condemns, and instead of pleasing God, offend him. The 
only works approved and accepted of God, are such as flow 
from that disinterested, holy love, which his law requires.— 
Those who seek justification by the deeds of the law, never do 
any thing but transgress the law. 

3. This subject shows why so much stress is laid, in the 
New Testament upon believing. Christ and his apostles speak 
much of faith. ‘They minutely describe its nature and effects. 
They are very urgent in persuading men to believe, and use 
the most alarming expressions in setting before them the dan- 
ger of unbelief. The reason is obvious: Faith is the grand con- 
dition of justification. . Though faith in Christ has nothing in it 
meritorious, since it is but the duty and reasonable service ofall 
who hear and understand the gospel, and * he that. believeth 
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not is condemned already, beeause he hath not believed in the 
name of the son of God;” yet faith which worketh by love, is 
that exercise of mind which receives the atonement of the Lord 
Jesus Christ, which includes repentance and reconciliation 
to God, and to which, therefore, God is graciously pleased to 
make the promise of pardon. Since faith is thus the appo'nted 
condition of pardon and acceptance with God, surely too much 
stress cannot be laid upon it. Well might the Apostle call it 
precious faith. It deeply concerns usto be well acquainted with 
the nature, properties and fruits of that true and* living faith 
which unites the soul to Christ, and makes it a partaker of his 
saving benefits. A mistake here may prove fatal. Let us do 
ever so much in religion, we are nothing without that faith 
which worketh by love, and assimilates the heart to God. 

4. It appears in view of what has been advanced, that 
unregenerate sinners never do any works, in the sense either 
of Paul or James. By works, Paul understands, the “ deeds 
of the law’’—such deeds as the law requires. The law of God 
requires such deeds, and such only, as flow from pure, disin- 
terested love. All that the law requires is summed up by our 
Saviour in these two precepts. ‘‘Thou shalt love the Lord thy 
God with all thy heart, and thy neighbor as thyself.” The Di- 
vine law requires nothing but love, and those actions which nat- 
urally flow from it. The deeds of the law, therefore, are such 
deeds as flow from true love, or holy exercise of heart. And 
these are precisely the same with James’ Works. Those deeds 
which James calls works, are expressions of true charity, to- 
wards our neighbor. They are such deeds as never flow from 
a dead faith. But a dead faith, or mere speculative belief, may 
produce all kinds of works, except those which flow from true 
love. Again, by works, James means such deeds as are the ev- 
idences of a living faith, or that faith which works by love.— 
Here he says, “ Iwill show thee my faith by my works.” But 
no works except those which proceed from true love, are any 
evidence that one has true faith. James, then, means the 
same by works, that Paul does. Works, in the sense of both 
these Apostles, are such deeds as the Divine law requires, such 
deeds as flow from true love, or charity, or disinterested beney- 
olence; they are holy actions, such as an enlightened conscience 
approves, and God himself will notcondemn. But it is evident 
that unregenerate sinners never do such deeds as these. They 
never act from Holy love, for there is never any holy love in 
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their hearts. They are utter strangers to disinterested love, 
and act merely from selfishness in all they do. ‘ The hearts of 
the sons of men is full of evil. All seek their own, not the 
things of Jesus Christ. They are lovers of pleasures more 
than lovers of God.”’- The unregenerate, therefore, never do 
any good works. * Their actions are all sinful. They, and they 
only, who have that faith which works By love, do good works, 
and those have all been bern, not of blood nor of the will of the 
flesh, nor of the will of man, but of God. Those who place all 
their dependence on their own works, never do any: while 
those, who renounce their own works and place all their de- 
pendence upon the atonement of Christ, do works pleasing to 
God. — 

5. Those who hope that they are true believers in Christ, 
while they live in the neglect of good works, deceive themselves. 
There ever have been such, in all periods of the Christian 
church. It is apprehended that this is a numerous class, at 
the present day. They imagine they have been converted, 
and shall be justified by faith in Christ; while they live in the 
neglect of known duty, and in the commission of known sin. 
Do not some build a hope of heaven upon their supposed faith, 
who indulge the lust of the flesh, the lust of the eye, and the 
pride of life? Do not some imagine themselves believers, who 
conform, in all things, to the maxims and manners of an ub- 
godly world? Do not some think themselves possessed of 
precious faith, who break the Sabbath, neglect prayer, aad ab- 
sent themselves from the worship of God? Do not some con- 


sider themselves believers, who are dishonest in their dealings; 
who injure the truth, and are unkind to the poor and distress- 
ed? And do not some dare to build a hope on their faith, who 
find no heart to do any thing to spread the gospel in the world, 
and save the souls of their fellow men? 


All such persons stand condemned by the Apostle James. 
They do not show their faith by their works. Their taith is dead, 
“being alone ;” i. e., without good works. Through their 
speculative faith, they “‘ make void the law.” They are Anti- 
nomians. Their supposed conversion was alla delusion. Their 
religious exercises have been all spurious. They must be born 
again, or die in their sins. “If,” says Paul, “ while we seek 
to be justified by Christ, we ourselves are found sinners, is 
therefore Christ the minister of sin? God forbid.” 

It should be engraven on our minds as with the point of a 
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diamond, that “‘ with the heart man believeth vnto righteous- 
ness—faith worketh by love—and without holiness, no man shall 
see the Lord.” PHILONOoMUS. 


Dr. Tyier’s Examination or THE Tueotoeica, Views oF 
Dr. Taytor. 


Turis pamphlet of twelve pages, we have read with much 
satisfaction. It shows that the author has investigated his sub- 
ject thoroughly, and of course, obtained very clear and distinct 
ideas upon it. It does appear to us, that Dr. ‘Tyler has shown 
demonstrably, that much which Dr. Taylor bas published on 
Decrees, Election, Native Depravity, Regeneration, &c., is 
grossly inconsistent with the eleven articles of his creed; and 
that, therefore, he is bound, in candor and honesty, publicly to 
retract, either his creed, or the errors inconsistent with it, which 
he has advanced. As it appears to us, Dr. Taylor’s alterna- 
tive is, either to acknowledge that he has advocated material 
errors; or to renounce his creed, and maintain the errors 
which he has propagated. 

It is understood, that a “ gentleman in New Haven has spok- 
en for an opportunity to reply to Dr. Tyler,” in the Spirit of 
the Pilgrims. Respecting the forth coming reply, we would 
adopt the language of the Vermont Chronicle: ‘ What will 
be the exact shape of the answer, cannot yet be told. We 
presume, however, its apparent strength will lie more iu at- 
tempts to show inconsistencies in Dr. Tyler, than in disprov- 
ing those of Dr. Taylor. Such a reply, however, will be noth- 
ing to the purpose ; as it is possible that there may be incon- 
sistencies on both sides; so that proving them upon one Dr., 
will not prove that the other is free from them.” 

We think, indeed, that on the subject of Original Sin, Dr. 
Tyler, if not inconsistent with himself, is not perfectly consist- 
ent with scripture and truth. Although we admit such a con- 
nection between the first sin of Adam and the sinfulness of his 
descendants, that his sin rendered it certain, according to the 
Divime constitution or purpose, that they would all begin to sin 
as soon as capable of it; yet we do not learn from Scripture 
or reason, that a corrupt moral nature is propagated from the 
first man to his posterity, or that there is or can be, any moral 
nature distinct from free, voluntary exercises. We see noth- 
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ing but absurdity in the supposition of a moral principle or taste, 
antecedent to all voluntary affections and exercises. As to the 
phrase “by nature,” used by the apostle Paul, we agree with 
one of the best of all the expositors, Dr. Guire, of London, 
that it means, not something ‘in human nature which is he- 
rediiary,”’ but simply what we all are in our “ natural state, or 
by birth.” [See his note on Eph. ii. 3.] 

We copy the following articles from Dr. Tyler's Examina- 
tion, for the gratification of such of our readers as do not read 
the Spirit of the Pilgrims, and have not access to Dr. Tyler's 
pamphlet. 

The doctrine of decrees. 

Dr. Taylor says, ‘‘ I believe that the eternal purposes of God, ex- 
tend to all actual events,sin not excepted; or thatGod foreordains what- 


soever comes to pass, and so executes these purposes, as to leave the 
free and moral agency of man unimpaired.” 


Yet, in this same letter, Dr. Taylor says, 
** 1 do not believe that sin can be proved to be the necessary means 
of the greatest good, and that, as such, God prefers it, on the whole, to 
holiness in its stead; or that a God of sincerity and truth punishes his 
creatures for doing that which, on the whole, he prefers they should 
do.—But I do believe, that it may be true, that God, all things con- 
sidered, prefers holiness to sin in all instances in which the latter takes 
place.” 

How are these two parts of his creed to be reconciled? If 
it “‘be true that God, all things considered, prefers koliness to 
sin in all instances in which the latter takes place ;”’ it cannot 
be true that God has purposed or foreordained whatsoever 
comes to pass. For, according to this representation, it was, 
from eternity, God’s will or choice, all things considered, that 
sin should not exist in a single instance. Consequently, it 
could not, in any sense, be his purpose, or his choice, that 
it should exist. To say that God prefers, all things considered, 
that sin should not exist; and at the same time to say that he 
has purposed or foreordained that it shall exist, is a palpable 
contradiction. It is the same as to say, that God chooses and 
does not choose the same thing at the same time. oe A 

Again; the Supreme Being is infinitely wise and infinitely 
good. It must, therefore, have been his design, from eternity, 
to bring to pass the greatest possible amount of good. Con- 
sequently, we cannot suppose that he has foreordained the ex- 
istence of any thing which will not, in some way, conspire to 
the accomplishment of this end. If, then, the existence of sin 
is not, on the whole, for the best, and in this sense, “ the neces- 
sary means of the greatest good,” God would not have foreor- 
duined its existence. To suppose that he decreed that sin 
should exist, when he foresaw that it would be, on the whole, a 
detriment to the system, is to suppose that he acted without wis- 
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dom or goodness. For what end did he decree its existence ! 
It must be for a good end ora badend. If for a good end,then 

it is “‘ the necessary means of the greatest good.” If fora bad 
end, then, he is a malevolent being. If, then, it cannot be prov- 
ed, as Dr. ‘Taylor says, that sin is ‘* the necessary means of the 
greatest good ;”’ it cannot in my opinion,be proved that God has 
oreordained whatsoever comes to pass. 

Again; the Scriptures teach us that God punishes men for 
their sins. Now, Dr. Taylor says he does not believe “ that a 
God of sincerity and truth punishes his creatures for doing that 
which, on the whole,he prefers they should do.” But if his ** pur- 
poses extend to all actual events,sin not excepted,” then he does, 
on the whole, purpose or prefer, (for these words here mean the 
same thing) that they should do the very things for which they 
ere punished. 

Again; Dr. Taylor says that God, “ for wise and good rea- 
sons permits, or does not prevent, the existence of sin.” And 
yet he maintains that “ God, all things considered, prefers holi- 
ness to sin in all instances in which the latter takes place.”— 
Here he represents God as having wise and good reasons for 
not decreeing that state of things which he prefers; and, of 
course, as preferring that, against the existence of which there 
are wise and good reasons. 

Again; It is a part of Dr. Taylor’s theory, that “* God could 
not prevent all sin, or the present degree of sin, in a moral sys- 
tem.” ‘“ He would have prevented all sin in his moral universe, 
but could not.” Yet he foreordained whatsoever comes to pass : 
that is, he foreordained that which he would have prevented, if 
he could. What can bea plainer contradiction? To say that 
God purposed the existence of sin, because, foreseeing that he 
could not prevent it, he suffered it to come into being, is an un- 
warranted use of language. If God did, all things considered, 
PREFER that sin should not exist then it was not in any sense 
his'purpose that it should exist. Consequently, it has come into 
being, not according, to his purpose, but contrary to his purpose. 
So far as he had any purpose in regard to it, it was bis purpose 
that it should not exist. He prererrep, all things considered, 
that it should not exist, and resolved to do all in his power to 
prevent its existence. Consequently he did not foreordain what- 
soever comes to pass. Thus Dr. Taylor’s theory saps the foun- 
dation of the second article of his creed. 

The doctrine of regeneration. 

Dr. Taylor has expressd his belief in relation to this doctrine 
in the fifth, sixth, seventh, eighth,and ninth articles of his creed. 
in these articles, be affirms that the change in regeneration is 
a moral change—that it is produced, not by moral suasion, but 
by the influence of the Holy Spirit—that the necessity of this 
divine influence results solely from the voluntary perversness 
of the sinner’s heart—and that the renewing grace of God is 
special, inasmuch as it is designed to secure, and does infallibly 
secure the conversion of the sinner. 
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All this is very good ;—but this is not all which he has writ- 
ten on this subject. He has adopted theories which, in the 
judgment of many at least, tend to sap the foundation of this 
fundamental doctrine of the Christian faith. Although he ex- 
plicitly admits the influence of the Holy Spirit in regeneration ; 
yet in view of many things which he has written, it is difficult 
to see what necessity there can be for this divine influence. In 
this letter, which contains his creed, he says, : 

‘* I do not believe that the grace of God can be truly said to be ir- 
resistable,in the primary ,proper import of this term. But I do believe 
that in all cases, it may be resisted by man as a free moral agent; and 
that when it becomes effectual to conversion, it is unresisted.” 


I am not disposed to vindicate the use of the term irresistible, 
as applied to this subject. But that the idea intended to be con- 
veyed by it, by those divines who have been in the habit of us- 
ing it, is correct, I have no doubt. They meant by it the same 
as efficacious or invincible. They taught that sinners do always 
resist the Holy Ghost ; but that in regeneration their resistance is 
overcome or subdued, by the almighty energy of the Holy 
Ghost. They called renewing grace, irresistible grace, because 
it overcomes the utmost resistance which the sinner makes.— 
But this idea, if I understand him, Dr. Taylor discards. He 
says, when grace ‘“* becomes effectual to conversion,” “ it is 
unresisted ;’’—that is, the sinner ceases to resist, before the 
grace of God converts him. But I would ask, what necessity 
is there for the grace of God to convert him, after he has ceas- 
ed to resist? That I do not mistake the meaning of Dr. Tay- 
lor in this passage, will appear by comparing it with some oth- 
er passages of his writings. Observe the following: 

** But how obviously does the sinner, a views, over- 
look or disregard the decisions of eternal truth? How obviously do 
such desires, and all acts dictated by them, proceed on the assumption 
that God may interpose to save, while the sinner holds the affections 
of his heart still riveted to earth; and this when the plainest annuncia- 
tion of Ged to him is, renounce that idol or perish forever; and this 
when God in his word and providence forbids the hope of any saving 
interposition while the sinner’s heart still clings to the forbidden object. 
Whence comes this delusion? The world—his idol, his god, the sin- 
ner will not renounce—and now to avoid the power and pressure of the 
truth that, continuing to cherish the love of it, perdition is inevitable, he 
vainly dreams in the face of God’s testimony, that he may, and even 
must eontinue to cherish the idol of his heart and yet that God may in- 
terpose to save:—And thus he desires that it should be. And what is 
this but assuming that God may, and desiring that he would, so depart 
from the immutable principles of his government, as to interpose to 
save him, while in heart a rebel, and still resolved to be so?”? Christ. 
Spect. for 1829. pp. 29, 30. 

Dr. Taylor here assures us, that the word and providence of 
God forbid the hope that he will interpose to renew the heart 
of the sinner while he clings to his idols—that itis “ the immu- 
table principle of his government,” not to interpose in the sin- 
ner’s behalf, ‘‘ while in heart a rebel, and still resolved to be 
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so.” According to this representation, before God will inter- 
pose to’'renew the sinner’s heart, he must give up his idols—he 
must submit to the divine authority, and cease to be a rebel.— 
But when all this is done, what necessity is there for divine in- 
terposition ? 

Why isit necessary that the sinner should be renewed by the 
power of the. Holy Ghost? This necessity results solely from 
the perverseness and obstinacy of the sinner’s heart. But ac- 
cording to Dr. Taylor’s theory, the perverseness and obstinacy 
of his heart are removed antecedent to regeneration. The sel- 
fish principle is suspended. He ceases to sin and ceases to re- 
sist. Every thing, indeed, which can be rationally supposed to 
render the agency of the Holy Spirit necessary in renewing the 
heart, is removed. 

Again; Dr. Taylor says, 

‘© This self-love or desire of happiuess is the primary cause or rea- 
son of all acts of preference or choice which fix supremely on any ob- 
ject. In every moral being who forms a moral character, there must 
be a first moral act of preference or choice. This must respect some 
one object, God or Mammon, as the chief good, or as an object of su- 
preme affection. Now, whence comes such a choice or preference? 

ot frown a previous choice or preference of the same object, for we 
speak of the first choice of the object. ‘The answer which human 
consciousness gives, is, that the being constituted with a capacity for 
happiness, desires to be happy; and knowing that he is capable of de- 
riving happiness from different objects, considers from which the great- 
est happiness may be derived anv as IN THIS RESPLCT HE JUDGES, Or 
estimates their relative value,so HE CHOOSES Or prefers the one or the 
other as his chief good. While this must be the process by which a 
moral being forms his first moral preference, substantially the same pro- 
cess is indispensable to a change of this preference.” Christ Spect. 
for 1829. p. 21. 

According to this representation, every moral being chooses 
what he judges will be most for his happiness. The reason, 
therefore, that the sinner prefers the world to God, is that he 
has mistaken the true way of securing his highest bappiness.— 
What then is necessary to effect his conversion? Nothing but 
light to correct his mistake. So soon as he shall be convinced 
that more happiness is to be derived from God, than from the 
world, self-love will at once prompt him to change the object of 
his preference. Where, then, is the necessity of the influences 
of the Holy Spirit, to renew the heart? 

This subject might be pursued to a great length. There are 
very many things in Dr. Taylor’s writings relating to the doc- 
trine of regeneration, which I am constrained to regard as er- 
roneous, and of dangerous tendency. But I cannot dwell upon 
them now. 


As a suitable Appendir to the above, we insert the following 
from the Vermont Chronicle of the 22d ult. :— 


“ Dr. Taylor says, ‘ This se\f-love or desire of happiness is 
the primary cause or reason of all acts of preference or choice 
which fix supremely on any object. In every moral being who 
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forms a moral eharacter, there must be a first moral actof pref- 
ference or choice. ‘This must respect some one object,God or 
Mammon, as the chief good er as an object of supreme affec- 
tion. Now, whence comes such a choice or preference? Not 
from a previous choice or preference of the same object, for 
we speak of the first choice of the object. The answer which 
human consciousness gives, is, that the being constituted with 
a capacity for happiness, desires to be happy; and knowing 
that he is capable of deriving happiness from different objects, 
considers from which the greatest happiness may be derwed, and 
AS IN THIS RESPECT HE JUDGES, or eslimates their relative value, so 
HE CHOOSEs or prefers one or the other as his chiefgood. While 
this must be the process by which a moral being forms 
his first moral preference, substantially the same process is 1n- 
dispensable to a change of this preference.”—Christ. Spect. for 
1829. p. 21. 

‘‘Does Dr. Taylor here mean to teach, that “the primary 
cause or reason” of all acts whatsvever, holy or unholy, is the 
same—the desire of happiness? That,when holiness is chosen; 
it is chosen only asa means ofenjoyment? That the saint and 
the sinner differ only in this—that the one chooses the right, 
and the other a wrong way, to be happy? Ifnot, what does he 
mean? Or,rather,what does he say? ‘The question may be stat- 
ed in otherforms. Inthe language which prevailed twenty-five 
years ago,—is holiness to be loved for its own sake, or onby as 
a means of enjoyment? In the language of this “age of action,” 
is it possible for a man to do a right action because it is right ; 
or must he also know that he shall gain something by it, before 
he can feel a sufficient inducement to perfurmit? Cunsidera- 
tions of interest will prevail with any one. Isa Christian a man 
with whom the consideration duly will prevail, unaided hy the 
consideration of interest? In yet other words, is the idea of duty, 
by which some men are led,any thing but acorrecta pprebension 
of what is for their owninterest? Yet again, is Paley’s defini- 
tion of virtue correct,—that it consists in “ doing good to man- 
kind in obedience to the will of God, for the sake of everlasting 
happiness 7”? If not, wherein is it erroneous? 

To us, the passage which we have quoted from Dr. Taylor 
seeins to annihilate the distinction between right and wrong, and 
to teach that the only moral distinction between men consists 
in the different degrees of sagacity with which they seek their 
own interests. ‘This, of course, strikes at the very foundation 
of morality, and leaves us no ground for a distinction between 
remorse and regret, or between penitence and the sorrow of 
this world. 

“ Wijl Dr. Taylor admit this interpretation of his words ? 
Will he, deliberately, maintain the ground which he seems to 
usto huve taken? We have convetsed with several leading 
men among his disciples, and can find no one of them who is 
willing to take that ground, or who confidently denies that Dr. 
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Tayler takes it. Some of them, indeed, admit that he does, 
and avow their disagreement with him therein. 

** Hereywe repeat it, appears to us to be the parting point in 
this controversy ; not the point, according to their views on 
which men are counted as on one side or the other,-—for they 
are counted, and allow themselves to be counted, just as it hap- 
pens,——but the point at which the systems part. Admit what 
we conceive to be Dr. 'Taylor’s position in the above extract, 
and most, if not all, of his positions about sin and about regen- 
eration, will follow irresistibly. Reject it, and they are cut up 
by the roots.” 


Gop’s SECRET AND REVEALED WILL. 


In the last number of the New-York Evangelist, there is an 
article on Predestination ; in which, among many valuable re- 
marks, there are some things exceptionable. ‘The writer says, 
“ The doctrine of predestination does not teach nor imply, that 
God prefers the present amount of sin in the universe to holi- 
ness in its stead. God is sincere in all his declarations. He 
is sincere in the expressions of his abhorence, and in his prohi- 
bitions ofsin. Hence that system which makes God have two 
wills, a secret and a revealed one, in opposition to each other 
—which makes him say openly, that sin is ‘that abominable 
thing,” in whole and in part, “ which his soul hateth,” and yet 
to say secretly, in bis heart, that it is that necessary thing, which 
his soul desires—virtually charges the infinitely Holy One with 
being an infinite hypocrite.” 

It is certainly much to be regretted, that any man should ex- 
press himself in such language while treating on so serious a 
subject. The above paragraph is intended as a caricature of 
the sentiments of the great body of the orthodox, who have 
maintained that there is a distinction between God’s secret and 
revealed will ;—or, his will of command. and will of decree.— 
But suppose we should deny this distinction: let us see to what 
consequences it will lead us. If God’s will of command, and 
will of decree are the same; then what God has commanded, 
he has also decreed. When he commanded Adam not to eat 
of the tree of knowledge of good and evil he decreed that he 
should not eat of it; consequently Adam frustrated the divine 
decree. The same is true in regard to every sinner, in every 
instance in which he has transgressed the divine law. And 
is it so? Does man every time he sins, defeat the purposes of 
his Maker ? 

In the very article from which the above extract is taken, 
the writer admits, that ‘‘God hath foreordained whatsgever 
comes to pass.” 

But how cra this position be maintained without adopting the 
distinction which he ridicules? If God hath foreordained what- 





1832. The Government of God. 429 


soever comes to pass,he hath foreordained some things which he 
has forbidden; for it wil! not surely be denied that some:things 
which are forbidden, have come to pass. If then we deny this 
distinction, to be consistent, we must give up the doctrine of 
foreordination altogether. 

It is no contradiction to say thata thing may bein one sense 
agreeable to G::d’s will, and in another sense, not agreeable to 
his will. Viewed in uself, it may be very undesirable; but 
viewed in connection with other things it may be very desirable. 
In uself considered, God has no pleasure in the death of the wick- 
ed. Punishment is his strange work. But all things considered 
it is his pleasure that the wicked should die ; for “ the day of 
vengeance is in his heart.” 

In itself considered, God has no pleasure in the afflictions of 
bis people ; for “he doth not afflict willingly.”” But all things 
considered, it is his pleasure to afflict them ; for “‘ whom the Lord 
loveth, he chasteneth.” 

Jn itself considered, God had no pleasure in the sufferings of 
his Son. But all things considered, it was his pleasure that his 
Son should suffer; for it pleased the Lord to bruise him.” 

This distinction is very obvious; and without adopting it, it 
is impossible to. reconcile different parts of the scriptures with 
each other, and the perfections of God with facts. 


Selected for the Hopkinsian Magazine. 
THE GOVERNMENT OF GOD. 


[It may not be known to all our readers, that the religious 
observance of the fourth of July, began as early as the first 
anniversary of the Declaration of Independence. At that event- 
ful period, when our Fathers still heard the confused noise of 
battle, and saw garments rolled in blood, and when the result 
of the arduous contest was known to Him only who seeth the 
end from the beginning; they felt their dependence upon the 
Supreme Governor of the world for success to their righteous 
cause, and humbly implored his protection and blessing. A 
similar spirit would lead their descendants to acknowledge, 
with fervent gratitude, their obligation to God for the confirm- 
ed possession and full enjoyment of their civil and religious 
rights and liberties. On no occasion, is religious homage more 
becoming a favured people, than on the anniversary of our In- 
dependence ; and, on no occasion, are forgetfulness of God, 
noisy mirth, and bacchanalian riot, more unbecoming and 
monstrous, than on that memorable day of our nation’s birth, 

The following is the introduction to Rev. Mr. Gorpon’s ser- 
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mon before the Legislature of Massachusetts, on the fourth of 

July, 1777. The text is 1 Kings, xii. 15 :— Wherefore the King 

hearkened not unto the people; for the cause was from the Lord.” 
Ep.] 

‘* The sacred oracles enable us to solve many a difficulty in 
the ancient aud modern history of the world. According to 
their doctrine, the Lord Jehovah, the Creator of the universe, 
governs all his works, whether material or immaterial, animate 
or inanimate, rational or irrational, men or angels, agreeable 
to an infinitely wise plan formed from the beginning; and 
brings to pass his own purpose, doing all his pleasure and caus- 
ing lis counsel to stand, amidst the various jarring devices of 
exalted, intelligent beings. He hath wisdom and strength. 
He hath counsel and understanding. He doeth great things 
and unsearchable ; marvellous things without number. He 
setteth up on high those that be low; that those who mourn 
may he exalted to safety. He disappointeth the devices of the 
eratty, so that their hands cannot perform their enterprise.— 
He taketh the wise in their own craftiness; and the counsel of 
the froward is carried headlong. The deceived and the de- 
ceiver are his. He leadeth counsellors away spoiled, and 
maketh the judges fools. He looseth the bond of kings, and 
breaketh the rod of the oppressor. He poureth contempt up 
on princes, and weakeneth the strength of the mighty. He 
tuketh away the heart of the chiefs of the people of the earth, 
and causeth them to wander in a wilderness where there is no 


way. He plucketh up, pulleth down, and destroyeth king- 
doms. He buildeth and planteth and preserveth nations. In 
fine, his influence extends to all evenis, whether more or less im- 
portant; so that each may work together, in its respective 
place, towards the accomplishment of that perfect scheme of 
universal government, which He hath projected.” 


INTELLIGENCE. 


RELIGIOUS. 


Owerpa Association.—This body held their stated semi-annual 
meeting on the 22d, 23d, and 24th of May, at Paris-Hill. On the 23d, 
they ordained to the work of the gospel ministry, Rev. Samuel Scott, 
of Lehanon, and Rev. Ebenezer D. Maitbie, of Hamilton. Rev. 
John Foote, of Madison, made the introductory prayer; Rev. Wm. 
R. Wecks, D. D., of Utica, preached the sermon from 1 Tim. iv. 16, 
and gave the charge; Rev. Daniel Latham, of Georgetown, made the 
ordaining prayer; and Rev. Asuhel S, Norton, D. D., of Clinton, 
made the concluding prayer. 

On the 24th, they licensed to preach the gospel, Mr. John Aztell, 
of Virgil; Mr. William B. Tompkins, of wfedleon, and Mr. Charles 
Simmons, of Paris. W. Recorder. 
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American Home Missionany—LEzpenditures and Receipts.—The 
amount actually paid out from the treasury during the year, including 
office rent, Secretury’s salary, and all the incidental expenses of the 
Society, is $52,808 39, which is more by $5,550 79 than the pay- 
ments of the previous year. Yet this amount, distributed amoung 509 
missionaries aud agents, would divide the average sum to each of only 
$103, and deducting the amount paid to several agents and to a nuin- 
ber of missionaries in distant and frontier stations, who derive almost 
their whole support from the society, it affords not more than about 
$100 for each year of ministerial service actu illy performed. 


Moravian Missions—Lalrador.—T he United Brethren have four 
missiouary stations in Labrador, viz.: Nain, established in 1771, 60 
years ago; Okkak, in 1776; Hopedale,in 1782; and Hebron, in 1830. 

At Nain, are 111 communicants, and 11 candidates; at Okkak, 182 
communicants, 20 candidates, and 42 baptized adults not yet commu- 
nicants; at Hopedale, 71 communicants, and 10 candidates. From 
Hebron there is no return of nu:mbers—geueral reports encouraging. 

Greenland.—In Greenland, also, the Brethren have four stations, 
whose names follow, with the date of their origin: New Hernnhut, 
1778; Lichtenfels, 1758; Lichtenau, 1744; Friedericksthal, 1224, 
At the first of these stations, are 162 communicants. At Lichtenau, 
300 communicants. 


Ossewars.—Mr. Boutwell, who is destined to the Ojibeway mis- 
sion on Lake Superior, did not proceed with Mr Hall immediately to 
La Pointe, but has spent the year at Mackinaw, and the Saut de Ste 
Marie, in order to avail himself of the greater advantages there of- 


fered for prosecuting his studies in that language. 


Bartist Trienniat Convention.—The Baptist General Con- 
vention commenced its seventh triennial meeting in New York, on 
Wednesday, the 25th of April, and finished its business on the next 
Tuesday evening. We understand that a larger number of delegates 
were present than at any former meeting, 126 having been returned 
from 16 Siates. The business of the Convention is now Foreign 
Missions exclusively, and at no former period have its affairs worn 
an aspect so charming. The receipts of the last year, including the 
sums brought forward at the Convention, exceeded $43,000, 

During the session, a Baptist Home Missionary Society was form- 
ed, the seat of its operations to be in New York.— Odserver. 


MORAL. 


Extract from the 4th Report of the American Temperance Society: 

‘«‘ From the best information the Committee have been able to ob- 
tain, they are led to conclude that there are now in the United States 
more than 4,000 Temperance Societies, containing more than 500,000 
members; that more than 4,000 merchants have ceused to traffic in 
ardent spirit; and more than 4,000 drunkards have ceased to use in- 
toxicating drinks. There is also reuson to believe that more than 20,- 
000 persons are now sober, who, but for the Temperance Reforma- 
tion, would now have been sots; and that 20,000 families are now in 
ease and comfort, without a drunkard in them, nor one who is be- 
coming a drunkard, which would otherwise have been in poverty, or 
cursed with a drunken inmate; and that 50,000 children are released 
froin the blasting influence of drunken parents; and 1,000,000 more 
from the parental influence which tended to make them drunkards. 
And there is reason to believe that thousands and thousands are mem- 
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bers of Christian churches, rejoicing in the hope of the glory of God, 
who, but for this, had now been without hope and without God in the 
world.” 


—_— 


SECULAR. 


The following table shows the number of deaths in Paris from the 
cholera during the first 14 days in April: 
April 1,- - - - - 79] April 8, ; 760 
“ @, - - - = - 168 « @, 881 
2i2| * 10, 848 
212 o “Bee 769 
$51 ed. * 728 
416 ss 38, 816 
« 582} “ 14, 692 
Total, - ef = = - - 7631 


As 1T sHovLp se.—We are glad to learn from the National In- 
telligencer, that the city authorities are going to apply the civil law to 
Houston and Heard. The Intelligencer says the Grand Jury for the 
County of Washington has found bills of indictment against Messrs. 
Houston and Heard, for assaults on Messrs. Stanberry and Arnold, 
with intent to kill. Heard is in jail, and Houston will undoubtedly 
be immediately arrested, unless he flees again to the Indian country. 
—Courier. 


AGENTS. 


Raope-Istann. Providence—Yates & Richmond, No. 3, Market 
> Pawtucket, (North Providence)—Joseph McIntire, Book- 
seller. 

Massacnusetrs. Boston—Dea. James Loring, Bookseller, No. 
182, Washington-street. T'aunton—Deacon John Reed. New-Bed- 
fae See hen Potter. Reading—James Weston Jr. Amherst— 

homas Hervy. Falmouth—Capt. Silas Weeks. 

Connecticut. Ashford—Rey. Israel G. Rose. 

New-Yorx. Paris—Charles Simmons. 

New-Jersey. Newark.—Amos Holbrook. 

All those ministers, who receive the Magazine, are authorized and 
requested to act as agents. 
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Tracts. 


Ww & H. REED, Taunton, Mass. are agents for the American 
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PRINTING in good style and on reasonable terms. Office in 
Main street, near the Green. June $0, 1881. 








